SUPREME COURT OF NEW JERSEY
D-29 September Term 2004

IN THE MATTER OF

DAVID E. WOLFSON,
' ORDER

AN ATTORNEY AT LAW H

(Attorney No. 00490-1992):

The Disciplinary Review Bbard having filed with the Court
ite decision in DRB 04-223, c&ncluding that as a matter of
reciprocal discipline pursuanﬁ to Rule 1:20-14(a) (4}, DAVID E.
WOLFSON of THORNWOOD, NEW YORﬁ, who wés admitted to the bar of
this State in 1992, should be suspended from the practice of law
for a periocd of one year baseq on discipline imposed in the State
of New York for multiple insténces of gross neglect, lack of
diligence, failure to accountffor client funds, and failure to
return client funds promptly,;conduct that in New Jersey
constitutes violations of Eggél.l(a), RPC 1.3, and RPC
1.15(a), (b) and (d); |

And the Disciplinary Review Board having further concluded
that respondent should be reqﬁired to practice law under
supervision when reinstated to practice in New Jersey;

And respondent having failed to appear on the return date of
the Order to Show Cause issuéd in this matter;

And good cause appearing;

It is ORDERED that DAVID?E. WOLFSON is suspended from the

.practice of law for a pericd éf one year and until the further
Order of the Court, effectivegMarch 23, 2005; and it is further

ORDERED that respondent shall not be reinstated to practice

in New Jersey unless and until reinstated in New York; and it is

further



| ORDERED that on reinstatement to practice, respondent'’s
practice of law in New Jerseyéshall be under the supervision of a
practicing attorney approved ﬁy the Office of Attorney Ethiecs for
a period of two years and untﬂl the further Order of the Court;
and it ie further ;

ORDERED that respondent be restrained and enjoined from
practicing law during the period-of suspension and that
respondent comply with'gglg 1{20—20; and it is further

ORDERED that pursuaht toégglg 1:20-20(¢c), respondent’'s
failure to comply with the Afﬁidavit of Compliahce requirement of
Rule 1:20-20(b) (15) may (1) péeclude the Disciplinary Review
Board from considering respondent’s petition for reinstatement
for a peried of up to six months from the date respondent'files
proof of compliance; (2) be fQund to constitute a wviolation of
RPC 8.1(b) and RPC 8.4(c); anq (3) provide a basis for an action
for contempt pursuant to Rglg§1:10-2; and it is further

ORDERED that the entire record of this matter be made a
permanent part of respondent'# file as an attorney at law of this
State; and it is further |

ORDERED that respondent reimburse the Disciplinary Oversight
Committee for appropriate administrative costs incurred in the
prosecution of this matter, i |

WITNESS, the Honorable Déborah T. Poritz, Chief Justice, at
Trenton, this 24th day of February, 2005.
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